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L INTRODUCTION

mmlxmmwcsltuwmnwmw
Act, was signed imlo law (Public Law 106-300). This legislation suthorized the
establishment of the Red River NWR to provide for the restoration and conservation of
fish and wildlife habitats in the Red River Valley ecosystem in northwest Loisiana. The
Wuwumﬂumwum«q-m
acres of federal lands. waters, and imicrests therein within the boundaries of Colfxx,
mwhAmn-SuﬁumuM.&wb-ﬁb
than a fifth of the allowed 50,000 acres. The legislation allowed that when the Service
acquired sufficient property within these boundanes 1o constinste an arca that could be
MWWU.“W#““M“.W
would take effect. Sufficient property was scquired and the refuge was established on
August 22, 2002, with the initial purchase of 1,377 acres in the Spanish Lake Lowlands
Focus Area at a cost of one million dollars. To guide land acquisition efforts, the Service
M&dﬁ.ﬁmmpﬁum“bdﬂﬂumm
and visitor censer site, within the approved selection arcas. These four umits compreise the
refuge, with a Headquaniers Unit near the Shreveport and Bossier City ares. The focus
ureas inchude Lower Cane River (Natchitoches Parish). Spanish Lake Lowlands
(Natchitoches Parish), Bayou Pierre Floodplain (DeSoto and Red River Parishes); and
Wardview (Caddo and Bossier Parishes).

w,.ns«mmwo.mmmuumnmm——nn
purchase. The lands within the five units (the Wardview, Headquaniers, Spanish Lake
Lowlands, Bayou Pierre, and Lower Cane River focus areas) will be acquired through a
combanation of fee title purchases from willing sellers and conservation casements,
leases, and/or cooperntive agreements from willing landowners. Currently,

foe title lands have been purchased within portions of all the focus areas except
Wardview.

The five units of the refluge currently include 3,742 acres of reforested bottomband
hardwood forest; 317 acres of bottamland forest; 261 acres of riparian habitat; 194 acres
of cypress swamnp, 600 acres of moist solls; 1,125 acres of agricultural ficlds; 124 acres in
a pecan orchard, acres domanated by groundsel-tree (Baccharis halimifolia); a 217-acre
arca of hoaey locust; and a 153-acre old field that was grazed and currently invaded by
wild plam and invasives. In addition, about 443 acres of the refuge are permancnt water,
consisting of oabow lukes, wibutaries of the Red River, hormow pits,

and irigation diches.




I CONFORMANCE WITH STATUTORY AUTHORITY
The federally legistated purposes for which the refuge was established are as follows:

|.Tomrammumamﬁmu-ﬂ
communities on suitable sites in the Red River basin, inchuding restoration of
extinpated species;

2. To provide habitat for migratory birds; and

3. To provide techmical assistance 10 private landowners in the ressoration of their
lands for the benefit of fish and wildlife (114 Stat. 1056, dated October 13, 2000).

The legislation supports the priority public use provisions of the National Wildlife
Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997, Hunting as specified in this plan is a wildlife-
wm.—:muumu-unwmm
MEMW&WMMW' The Secretary of
anmM“manwmhﬂ-im
withlhcl“mbm&m“mmmwm
Mymmadﬂuhuhﬂhdhmdhw«
mission of the National Wildlife Refuge System (603 FW).

Public hunting on Red River NWR is an appropriate and compatible form of wildlife
Mﬂhmwﬂbm%hmb“hw‘
established, umm-mmwmum.d-m
MW&WW-MWM.‘&M&
greater wildlife diversity. In this way the enviromment is preserved for the bemefit of a
variety of wildlife. The hunting program is designed to minimize potential conflicts with
Refuge purposes. Hunting of hig game (whitetail deer, turkey, feral hogs), small game
(mmmmem.m;admum
amammmwnmmunmmmwm
designated closed arcas.

AMMMMMM.MWM,*
maintenance, fuel, ete. total $20,000, Less than ose full bme cmployee equivalont is
expended in coaducting hunt-relatod activities. Funds are available 10 meet the
candstions set forth in the Refuge Recreation Act. It is anticiputed that funding would

fuds are avalable t continue the existing hut progrum and proposod henting activities
mummmuw-,mumummm

HL.  STATEMENT OF ORJECTIVES
Hunting and fishing arc integral parts of Loussiana culture I is not surprising that there is

M“dhﬂl“hwmm Any additional
l\mduwwﬂldwdum&uﬂ.c-m-hm



will be conducted in accordance with refiage purposes reflected in the
Mynmumnhcdhﬂgm-dhﬁﬁwh
increased. Hﬁqm‘iﬂbem-ﬂw»mhw
Mbmﬂ%ndmm“mmdmﬂd“
Hunting seasons will be set in close coondination with the LDWF.

The objectives of the refisge bunt program are as follows:
1) To provide opportunitics for high quality hunting experiences.

2) Tom&san.mm.mdow—m-

3) To allow compatible public use of a valuable renewable resowrce.

expenences thatl are compatible with reflage purposes. Hunting on newly acquired lands
authonizing

with the purposes for which it was established.

Refer 10 Decision Document Package, Environmental Assessment for additional
information,

IV.  ASSESSMENT

1. Compatibility with Refuge Objectives

Hunting is ane of the six wildlife-oriented recreational uses prionitized by the Refuge
Impeovement Act of 1997. The Secretary of Interior may permit hunting on & refuge if
be/she determines that such use is compatible with the refuge purpose for which it was
established. The hunting peogram would not materially isterfere with or detract from the
fulfillment of the purposes of the Refuge or mission of the National Wildlife Refuge
System (603 FW).

2. Rivlogical Soundness
et

Deer hunts huve proven 10 be not caly compatible with refuge obgectives but also
beneficial in meeting them. [Deer harvest is essential 10 maintain the herd at or bebow
habitat casrying capacity  When deer are overpopulatod, they overbrowse their habitas,
which can completely change the plant composition of a forest. The refuge has
reforested approximately 4.400 acres with bostomland hasdweod tree species in recent
yoan, Ymmm(lémd‘)mhmbm Failure o




mmwwmwmmmmni—em
and noo-resident wildlife populatsons. Furthermore, the cost of purchasang and planting
huuuwubwlybunbywomfamwhﬂy
mdn“b“sdm&m-d-mbdw&
have been found locally in overpopulated herds. Overpopulation also cads to starvation,
increased car-doer collisions and poor overall herd health. The expansion of hunting on

severul infectious discases, some of which can be fatal o wildlife. By rooting and
wallowing, feral hogs destroy wildlife habitat. Damage includes crusion along
waterways and wetlands and the loss of native plants. Addstionally. feral hogs compete
directly for food with deer, bears, turkeys, squirrels and many other birds and mammsals.
Thympdﬁsd-dlm-ddwﬁm.nn-m&b
such as turkeys. Hunting of feral hogs provides the refuge with another management tool
mmmmmuaunuhwm»u
hunters.

Wild Turkey

Turkey bunting on the refuge is currently closed. State biologists with the Lowisiana
Dept of Wildlife & Fisheries (LDWF) have trapped and banded turkeys in North
Louisiana for the past several years. Data from banding indicate that turkey harvest mtes
of 15 % for morth Loussiana during 200206 is well below the scientifically based
threshold of 40%. LDWF with help from refuge staff, conducts turkey brood surveys
cach spring adjacent 10 the refuge. Data indicate that poults per hen ratios average 3.5
over the past 11 years, which is considered “very good™ by the Southeast Wild Turkey
Technical Commitice. These data indicate that the bocal turkey population bhas withstood
Mncmmmmhthnudm-“omm
effect on turkeys. Whﬂiﬂ.m:nthwwmmm
the population.

Migratory Burds
mmymotuwu.uuuumhamuwwm
providing ducks and goese with ample sanctuary. Some minor disturbances to waterfowl
from small gamc snd big game hunters occur as they make visual and sudible congact

with ducks wsing the numerous hrakes, sloughs, et on the refuge. Due 1o the relatively
bow density of hunters using (e refuge, this manner of disturbance is manimal.

The current migratory bird hunts are limited to ducks, woodoock, coots, and geese.
Muwmuuu-mw-h-mwmna
of the season, Snipe, coots and rails are not popular game species in North Louisiana and



are hunted by refatively few. Although hunting of saipe, gallinules, coots, and rails is not
uMhMWuhmm&wmﬂh—naw
uudmu-mus«wu‘swwmm Dove
hunting s currently closed.

wmnumhmwmmudwm

successional habitat Opossum and raccoon are hunted primarily at night. Raccoon are
more sought afier than opossam by the public. Raccoon and opossum are overpopulated
depeodating tarkey, turtle, and songbird nests at high rates. In North Louksiana, research

responsible for deprodating 93% of turtle nests. Hunting helps regulate opossum and
raccoon populations. however, unless the popularity of this type of hunting increases,
raccoons and opossums numbers will always be higher than desired. When these species
become extremely overabundant, discases such as distemper and rabies reduce the
populations. However, waiting for disease outbreak 10 rogulate their nambers can be a
human health hazard.

Although no studies have been conducted on small game within the refuge. studies have
mwmuwduﬁ-»muma—nqu
population dynamics of small game. Results have comsistently shown that small game,
stch as rabbits and squirrels, are not affected by hunting, but rather are kmited by food
resources. Gray squirrels, fox squirrels, eastern cottontails, and swamp rabbits arc
mmmummmmhwnmu
Louisiana even peior to the passing of modern hunting regulations.

Coyotes and beaver are overpopulated and can have adverse effects on their habitats.
Cayoses depredmte small mammals, songbirds and their nests. turkey and quail nests and
any other animal they opportunistically encouser. When coyote numbers are high, local
wildlife populations can be negatively affected. Beavers can impact thousands of acres
of bottoenland hardwood trees by damming sloughs and brakes  Forests inundated into
the growing scasoa quickly show signs of stress and trees eventually die Henting of
both coyotes and beaver is will minimize their negative impacts 10 peiority wildlife
species and to habital management objectives.

X Feomomic Feasibilsty

sign mainsenance, fucl, coc. 1otal $20,000. Less than 1.0 fidl timse staff equivalent is
expended in conducting humnt-related activitics. Funds are avadlable to meet the
conditions set forth in the Rofuge Recreation Act. It is anticipated that funding would
continue 30 be safficient 1o continue the humting program in the fature




4. Relationship with other Refuge Programs

None of the proposed hunts offer major conflicts with other hunts or with mon-
consumptive users. The spring turkey hant docs not coincide with amy other

scason. Deap-hlliuhlin’ldilm(-ﬂy'l-?tp)-lwdy
potentially conflict with squirrel and rabbit hunting. However, squirrel and rabbyt
u‘qiouubndhhmmhm-ﬂumﬂhdwm&&
deer hunts, Mﬁ-yhnﬁqofdwhhﬁchdwmhwm
with other hunts, Few non-consumptive users utilize the refuge. If the noa-consumpti ve
vldulmh&eﬁmmdhuﬁpmbdwbi-ﬁh-“b
provide an opportanity for wildlifc observation and photography .

& Recreational Opportunity

The nature of Red River NWR dictates that much of the arca will be under-utilized as
compared to other arcas its size. Several factors contribute 10 this situation. Foremost,
maumumammmwmmumu-ﬁu
units. ATV trails are available during bunting season 10 help with this issue. As
acquisition continues, management foresees an increase in this wse.

V. DESCRIFTION OF HUNTING PROGRAM

The entire refuge is opemed 10 bunting of all game species. Refuge bunts and/or portions
dhnﬂnmhwuwhwhwwmw«d«y
issucs anse. Wmummumc&awm
and in the refuge hunting brochure.

Hunted species iclude small game (squirrel, rabbit, raccoon, opossem, quail, coyote,
mLugn(dw.Mh“Wylde(mm
ruil, snipe, dove, coots, geese, ducks). Scasons and bag limits may be more restrictive
bt ot more liberul than those set by the state of Louisiana.

Annual consultation with the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries will
continue, wmmww»hhﬁh“w»“
that any changes are property coordinated. Proposed bunts that sre more restrictive than
mmummm.mmuhu Al
hunters are required 10 use non-toxic shot. The refuge gun deer hunt would fall within
the stale season, MMM&M“»M“MM
by the State. Aschery doer bunting is open for the full state season. Fevul bogs, coyotes,
ndhmmddhwwllo’uml_uw Legal weapoos
would be limited 1o those permited for the ongoing humt.

mwm.wmmrummwm
whcn noeded. No check stations would be used unloss volunteers are available.
lmmmummmw It is estimated that 1 .0




Mldmmmmmmuwumum

VL.  MEASURES TAKEN TO AVOID CONFLICTS WITH OTHER
MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES

A. Biological Conflicts
Refer to the Decision Document Package, Section 7 Evaluation.

To date, there is no indication of adverse biological impacts associated with the
complex’s hunting program, However, should it become nocessary, the refuge has the
waﬂuhﬂhgmndhlhihlﬂy.ubdo.hwmn
there are safety issues or other comcerns that merit closure. This latitude, coupled with
monitoring of wildlife populations and habitat conditions by the Service and the
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, will ensure that long-term negative
impacts to either wildlife populations and/or habitats on the refuge are unlikely. Should
hunting pressure increase on the refuge, alternatives such as quota bunts, a redwction in
mmamamuuummumdqu-»m
can be wtilized 10 limit impacts.

B. Public Use Conflicts

The refuge sttracts litthe non-consumptive use. A “no hunting area™ will always be set
aside for wildlife observation and photography o minimize conflicts between hunters and

DON-COonsumMPtive users.

There are no keown conflicts between other groups of consumptive users. The greatest
competition for hunting arcas occurs during the opening week of squirrel season and
dunng duck hunts. Thas ixsue is usaally sclf-regulating by hanters spacing themsclves
out,

C. Administrative Conflicts

The manpower and funding avaslable w administer this humt are adequate current assets.
Prescatly, little labor intensive data is collected during the hunts. Staggered tours of duty
by law enforocment personnel minimizes manpower shortages.

VIL CONDUCT OF THE HUNTING PROGRAM

A Refuge-specific huating regulstions

Reluge-specific hunting regulations for this program:



A. Migrasory Game Bird Hunting. Hunting of waterfow] (duck, goose, coot,
Mﬂdpxm.dbwnwawmdh
mhwms‘wwuumm

1. Hunsers must possess and carry a signed refuge permit.
2. Waterfow! bunting is allowed until 12 p.m. (noon) during the State season.
3. Hunters may enter the refuge no carfier than 4 am.

4. Hunting is peohibited within 100 feet of the maintsinod rights of ways of
roads, from or across ATV trails, and from above ground oil, gas or
clectncal transméssion facilities.

5. Leaving boats, blinds, and decoys unastended is prohibited.

6. Recognized dog breeds arc only allowed 10 locate, point, and retrieve when
hunting for migrutory game birds.

7. Ymm.daqeumnm-ﬂbm.m
hunter education course. While hunting. cach youth must possess and carry
a cand or certificate of completion. Each youth huster must remain within
sight and normal voice contact of an adwult age 21 or older. Each adult may
supervise no more than two youth hunters.

8. Mis prohibited for any person o group 10 act as a hunting guide, outfitier, or
hq“mivhn““&muu“um
M«Wyhnﬂnm»qo&mam
“mhnfq&nﬂudw-&mhhm
outfitting, Jodging, or chub membership.

B Small Game Hunting. Hunting of quail, squirrel, rabbit, raccoon, beaver, covote.
and opassum is allowed on designated arcas of the refuge in sccondance with
State regulations subject W the following conditions

1. Conditions A1, A4, AS, A7, and A% (%0 bunt small game) apply.

2. Possession of fircarms larger than .22 calibor rimfire, shotgun shugs, and
busck ot is prohibited.

3. Hunting of raccoon and opossam is allowed during the daylight hours of
rabbit and squirre] scason. Night hunting 15 allowed during Docember and
Jasvaary, and dogs may be wsed for night bunting. 'he selling of raccoon and
opossum taken on the refuge for human conssmption is prohibited.

13



Thmeddophdondbhnw-ﬂ“*hhnﬁ'
Gun Deer Hunt.

Tommnd-h»hlm-dml*.w-
permit mest first be obesined at the refuge office.

Hunters may enter the refuge no carfier than 4 am. and mest exit no later
than 2 hours after legal shooting howurs.

Mdmmkwwdmw—ﬂm
legal for the ongoing hunt.

C. Big Game Hunring. Hunting of white-tailed deer, feral hogs, and wurkey is
allowed ca designated arcas of the refuge in accordance with State regulations
subject to the following conditions:

1
2.

Con“o.Al.A‘.AS.A?.dM(Dh&_eL“““.

General gun deer bunting is allowed on the days noted.  Archery deer
hunting is allowed during the entire State scason.

The daily bag limit is one either-sex doer. The State season limit applics.

Archery bunters must possess and carry proof of completion of the
International Rowhunters' Education Program.

Leaving deer stands, blands, and other equipment unatiended is probibeted.

Mhmmmmmsnwhunm
on Wildlife Management Areas.

Possession or distribution of bait or hunting with the aid of bait, including
any grain, salt, minerals, or other feed or noanaturally occurring attractant
on the refuge is prohibited.

Hogs may be hunted during all open refuge hunts with weapons logal for the
ungoing hunt.

R. Anticipated Public Reaction te the Hust

lhwb&ch-un-dl"w&.wmnmﬁmudy

being n demand for more hanting, more scoess and longer seasons. Gencrally, the local
public desires mare hunting than less on the refuge. Public roaction from surrounding
communitios (o all religge bunts has been very favorable and should contimue (0 be the
samc in the future. Nationally. there arv suene anti hunting sentiments, and many
organizations are opposad 10 hunting on national wildlife refuges. I is possible that some
obyections may be vuiced 10 some or all of the hunts within this plan.

4




C. Hunter Application Procedures
Nooe required for open refuge hunts.

To bunt raccoon and opossum at night, a special use permit must first be obtained at the
refuge office

Applications may be required for youth bunts.
D. Description of Hunter Selection Process
None required for open refuge husts.

The youth hunts are selecsed by bottery.

E. Media Selection for Publicizing the Hunt

Newspapers throughout north Louisiana are provided copies of an annual news relcase
covering hunts. Brochures are printed and dispensed at the refuge office and local stores.

F. Description of Hunter Orientation

No specific effort is made ioward hunter onentation other than previously mentioned
media coverage, brochures and personal comtacts. Pre-hunt scouting is allowed since
non-consumptive wildlife observation is open year round.

G. Hunter Requirements

(1) Age: Region 4 policy is adopted. In sumsmary, all youth under age 16 must compicte
# hunter education course and carry a relevant cand or certificate. Youths must be closely
supervised (in sight and in normial voioe contact) by an adult st least 21 years old. An
adult may supervise only one youth under 16 years old on a big game hunt and no more
than two youths under 16 years old on a small game or waserfow! humt.

(2) Allowable equipment. Boats, deer stands, blinds, decoys and other persosal property
must be removed ot the end of cach day’s hunt. Vehicles are restricted 10 designated
public use roads. ATVs are restricted 10 marked ATV trails. Dogs are prohibited exoopt
hMMmdemeMdh
hunting rabbits and squirrels afler the refuge deer gun sewson ends. Horses and mules are
allowed anly by special use permit during raccoon season. Weapons are allowed during
opon hunting scason and are limited o those allowed by the Saasc Additsonal weapon
restrictions apply: firearms langer than .22 caliber rimfire, shotgun slugs or shells with
Ml:ﬁ&nm!ﬂm“dymudbpm“ Toxic
shot is prohibited.

s



(3) All bunters must wear 400 square inches of hunter orange as an outside garment
above the waist and an orange hat during the gun deer hunt.

(4) Use of open fires: Open fires are not allowed. Camp stoves, cookers or contained
fires are acceptable.

(5) License and permits: Hunting permuit on brochure required.  The license requiremsents
are thase required by the Staie of Louisiana and the federal duck stamp.

(6) Reporting harvest: No requirements for reporting kill are proposed. Poor access over
a large area provides little bunter contact and makes data collection difficult. A
questionnaire would be coasidered in the future.

(7) Hunter safety requirements: All hunters bom on or afler September 1, 1969 are
requared 10 compiete a fircarm and huster education course.

16
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Chapter 1 Purpose and Need for Action

The federally legislated purposes for which Red River National Wildlife Refuge (NWR)
was established arc 1. To provide for the restoration and conservation of native plants and
animal communitics on sustable sites in the Red River basin, including restoration of
extimased species; 2. To perovide habitat for migratory birds; and 3. To provide technical
assistance 10 private landowners in the restoration of their lands for the benefit of fish and
wildlife (114 Stat. 1056, dsted October 13, 2000).

NWM&WMMMdlﬂswh&
National Wildlife Reflage System Improvement Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C. 66844 ot seq.)
provides authority for the Service 10 manage the Refuge and its wildlife populations. In
mumumwwuawﬂ
appropeiate uses of the Refuge System that are 10 receive priority consideration in
planning and management There are six wildlife-dependent public uses: hunting,
fishing, wildlife observation, wildlife photography, caviroamental education and
interpretation, ummummmm
hunting o National Wildlife Refuges when compatible with the purposes for whach the
Reflage was establishod and the mission of the National Wildlife Refuge System.

mmdmwm-b»mumdw
Red River National Wildlife Refuge 10 hunting oa previously chosod land and future
acquisitions.

The proposed action is needed to implement the 2008 Sport Hunting Plan for Red River
NWR which would provide the public with a high quality recreational expericace and
mmmm.mmu»muwmd
the refuge.



Chapter 2  Alternatives Including the Proposed Action

This chapter discusses the altematives considered for hunting on Red River National
Wildlife Refuge. These alicmatives are the 1) mo action which continees with current
management of the humt peogram and 2) proposed action which implements the Refuge’s
2008 Sport Hunting Management Plan

2.1 No Action Alternative: Current Management

Under this alternative, hunting would be limised 10 the approximately 2,500 acres
w,m»mmnmmwnumu&.m
fdbummqu.mm:ﬁtmm
coyote, and beaver. Turkey, dove, gallinules, rails, and snipe hunting would net be
mummmmwnﬂﬁm»uﬁ. There
Mhmwbmﬂkmdmmm

2.2 Proposed Action: 2008 Sport Hunting Plan for Red River NWR

The proposed action would open 1o hunting all lands of Red River NWR (Figure 1), but
could administratively limit it 1o those areas specified in the refuge-specific rogulations.
All or parts of the reflage could be closed to hunting at any time if necessary for public
safety, 1o provide wildlife sanctuary, or for administrative reasons.

Refer 1o 2008 Spoet Hunting Plan for Red River NWR for specific regulations.




Chapter 3  Affected Environment

On Ocsober 13, 2000, House Resolution 4318, the Red River National Wildlife Refuge
Act, was signed into law (Public Law 106-300). This legislation suthorized the
establishment of the Red River NWR to provide for the restoration and conservation of
fish and wildlife habitats in (e Red River Valley ecosystem in northwest Louisiana. The
MMW&“MM&WM“dqu
acres of federal lands, waters, and interests therein within the boundaries of Colfax.
Louisiana, (o the Arkansas State line. Currently, the refuge has acquired less than a fifth
of the allowed 50,000 acres. The legislation allowed that when the Service acquired
sufficicnt property within these boundaries ko constitute an area that could be effectively
managed as a mational wildlife refuge. then the cstablishment of the refuge would take
ellect. mmmmuumnm-umn
2002, with the initial purchase of 1,377 acres in the Spanish Lake Lowlands Focus Area
at a cost of one million doflars. To guide land acquisition cfforts, the Service identified
four focus arcas plus an additional area to cstablish a proposed headquarters and visitor
with a Headquariers Unit near the Shreveport and Bossier City asea. The focus areas
include Lower Cane River (Natchitoches Parish); Spanish Lake Lowlands
Mmm;mmwmuwmmxu
Wardview (Caddo and Bossier parishes). Figure | ilbustrates these locations.

Currently, the Service has acquired 9,787.90 acres and has 40,212.08 acres remaining to
mmumumumww,mmm
mmmmumc.mmm)wuwwa
combimation of fee title purchases from willing sellers and conservation casements,
leases, and'or cooperative agreemcats from willing landowners. 3
mmmu«mmmmadum-um
Wardview,

3.1 Physical Environment

The sopography of the refuge has been greatly influcnced by the actions of the Red River
and much of the geology is from Quaternary alluvial deposits. Althosgh the continental
mmuummhmummmmmﬂ
meltwatons and outwash in a brasded-stromm pattern that concurrontly widened and
w&cvdkyhhgpu“dmmm&hﬂqdnw
and the sediment boads and stream discharges declined. the river shandoned its brasdod
stream coafiguration in favor of a single-channe! meandering pattern. This alluyium has
honmm-dw"yhubydmhnm The Red River
hn.n:mﬁoohhh.mbnldbbm.mhhhhnﬂom

in general, be classified as alluvial floodplain or tomace uplands. The formations of
alluvium described above comprise the bulk of the refage. Relict channels and saeurs]
levoes, often referred 10 as ndge and swale topography, anc casily seen by visitors 1o the



refuge. Human disturbances, including artificial levees and channelization projects. have
drastically altered these natural alluvial processes within the Red River floodplain.

The elevation at the refuge averages 150 foet above sea level at its lower end below
Naichitoches to 250 feet near the Arkansas border. The topography is complex, with
numerous stream channcls, small tributanics and depressions, old river meanders and
oxbow lakes, multiple river terraces in various stages of crosion and deposition, and
adjacent poorly drained lowlands. Added to this complexity are farming activities that
have modified the hydrology of the area, resulting in a subtle but complex topography
that has given rise to the flors and fauna found on the refuge.

The soils of the floodplains range from loamy to clayey and from well-drained to very
poorly drained. The loamy soils are on higher, natural levees of rivers and bayous. These
soils are fertile and have few limitations for crops. Some of the clayey soils are flooded
by runoff and stream overflow. The clayey soils, which are in the lower arcas, are limitod
by wetness. The soils historically supponed a diverse bottomiand hardwood forest.

Red River NWR is within the West Gulf Coastal Plain and is a part of the Lower

Mississippi River Ecosystem.
3.2 Vegetation

The five units of the refuge carrently include 3,742 acres of reforested botsomland
hardwood forest; 317 acres of bottamiand forest; 261 acres of riparian habitat; 194 acres
of cypress swamp; 600 acres of moist soills; 1,125 acres of agricultural ficlds; 124 acres in
a pecan orchard, acres dominated by groundsel-tree (Baccharts halimifolia): a 217-acre
urea of honey locust; and & 153-acre old ficld that was grazed and carrently invaded by
wild plum and exoucs. In addition, shout 443 acres of the refuge are permancnt waser,
consisting of axbow lakes, tributaries of the Red River, bormow pits,

and irmigation ditches

The cleared bottomlands have been replanted in species that are indicative of Mstorie
bottomland hardwood forests, which include willow cak, water oak, overcup cuk, Nuttall
cak, shumard oak, chorrybark cak, sweet pecan, sycamore, sweetgum, groen ash and
bakdcypress.

WWMc-hd-'ﬁdh&mhohM&u

lypes:

1. Baldcypeess (Tavodbum dictichum) - Water Tupelo (Vyssa agwatica)

2. Overcup Ouak ((wercus lyraia) - Water Hickory (Carya aquanka)

3. Sweetgam (Liguidambar styracilug) - Willow Ok (Qwercus phelios)

4, SWLWM(MM-WMMM)

Baldcypress - Water Tupelo

Soils are generally ks, clays, or fine sand Common wees assocusted with this fype ane
MMI&MW*M(Mmme&.—ﬂ



(Fraxinus pemnsylvanica), and persimmon (Diospyros virginia). Among the shrub species
are swamp privet (Forestiera acuminata), butionbush (Cephalanthus occidentalis), and
planartree (Planera aquatica). Woody vines inchade redvine (Brumnichia ovata). A
variety of berbaceous plants will be commonly soen and take the form of flotants,
emergents, and submergents. Froguently, a vaniety of mosses and lichens adom the
exposed tree trunks, and the crowns may be draped with Spanish moss (Tillandsia
usmeoides).

Overcup Oak - Water Hickory
Nsw_lymibv.mwﬂnddu*-ﬁ&cﬁyaﬁy
MﬂM“mhmm&thnd’abbm
mmmnmnwmmm(hm.’u
ash, and water locust. Minor associates include black willow, persimmon and sweetgum.
brevipedunculaa), trumpet-creeper (Campsis radicans ), dewberry (Rubus caestur ). and
possibly greenbier (Smilax spp ). Panicums, asters, annual grasses, and cocklebur
(Namthium strumarium) may occur in openings withan the stand.

Sweetgum - Willow Ouk
mwmhmwdm-uaummummw
this forest type. Willow oak and sweetgum comprise the largest proportion of the
stocking in stands of this type A major associate on higher clay ndges and flats is
NM&O&MMM&MWRW(G&M
groen ash, overcup cak, water cak ((Muercus migra), water hickory, codar elm.
mmmmm“mmm
MWIMWLMUM*LW
(WW.‘MMWMWWMM
occastonally present include greenbricr, peppervine, and redvine.

Swamp Chestnut Ouk - Cherrybark Oak
Mtcuwmuub%umhmyb-nbuh“—d
the first bottom ridges and hammocks, and on the second botioms or termaces down from
mwmulmmﬁmmmuﬁ—-uuy
mdym.SmbMd“mme.w
deﬂmlﬂyhmmwhmm&h
other species contribute 1o & well-stocked stand. whetc ouk (Qwercus afba); post cak
(Qwercs stellata), sweetgum; Mackgum (NVyssa nivatica), hickory (Carya spp ). willow
o-k;w-uod;m-ndod(mmk\m‘deh(w-m-t-
(Sasyafras alhidum). slippery clm (Ulsue rubra), Shumand oak ((werewes shamardii),
muwmxummmxmn(’m
americanay, green ash; red maple (Acer rubrum). and loblolly (P foeds) sod shortiea!
panes (Pinus echinaea). (‘mmnw-am(('m
camadensis), Nlowering dogwood (Cormus ). American holly (Hex opacay, rod
mm(mm:mmccwmxm
m(mwxuwmwm
mmlymwumcwmm'aw(m
ynasa), swoethead (Symplocus tinctoria), and Vibarnum spp. Often included in this




habstat type sr¢ grape vioes (Vimus rovundifolia), Alshama supplejack (Berchemia
scandens), Carolina jessamine (Gelsemium sempervirens), trampet creeper, and

The four bottomland bardwood types described above are found oaly in remnants over
most of the units of the refuge. It is the desire of refuge management 1o replicate these
types where appropeiate on the refuge. The cleared bottomlands have been reforessed
with species that are indicative of bottomiand hardwood forests. including willow cuk.
water cak, overcup osk, Nuttall cak, shumard oak, cherrybark cak, sweet pecan (Carya
illinoensis), sycamore (Platanus occidentalis), sweetgum, green ash and baldcypress. The
outcome will be structurally diverse bottomland hardwood forest ccosystems that suppoet
a variety of forest-dependent wildlife species. Moist-soil plant species vary dependang on
the timing of drawdowns and soil disturbance, but usually consist of panic grass
(Pamicum spp. ), sprangletop (Leptochioa spp. ), millet (Pemmisersm americanm ),
toothcup (Rotala ramasior). coffecweed (Semma obtusifolia), Paspalum. Polypomum and a
vaniety of sedges (Andropogon spp.). Due 10 a lack of resources, active moist-soil
management has not been possible 10 date on Red River NWR. Proper moist-soil
management is very labor-intensive, requiring soil disturbance through discing and
leaving fallow, or planting a food crop using cooperative farming or forced-account work
to help set back sucoession every 2 to 4 years. Often, much of this habitat type can be
obtained in conjunction with nce farming, which is currently being done on the Lower
Canc River Unit, but other sites will need to be identified as primary moist-soi] arcas.
mmbmdwmmmdmmmn-.mm
cuntrol structures, ditches and monitoring). Withowt excellent water control, moist-soil
mhumu.wamm.mdmm
disturbance, and sustasned record-keepeng are noeded 10 assure good production on a
yearly basis.

At Red River NWR, grain production is used to address the shortages 1o effectively
farming is the only aption available 10 the refuge 10 produce crops. Rice, milo, and com
are the top chosces as grain crops for ducks. Rice is particularly resistant
wuumuawmubmmmmmw
thdewahmmhm
mmwmum-ﬂnmwnwub
important to manage the farm peogram 10 provide the best mix of waterfow! foods.

3.3  Widiife Resources
Wildlife specics found on the refuge are typical of bostom land handwood forests. moist
soils, and early smaccossional forest habitat. The refuge provides habitat for thowusands of

wintering ducks und geese and year-round habitat for nesting wood ducks. Although no
Imﬂuhmk“mhnh“d“dm“ﬁ-
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nutria, mank, river otier, besver, red and gray foxes, and raccoon. American alligator are
fairly common.

34  Threatened and Endangered Species

Interior Least Tern Imerior populations of the keast tem, formerty well-distributed in the
Mississippi Basin, now survive only in scattered remnants. Least lemn habitat has been
decimated by extensive water management projects and increased public wse of beaches
ummmbwwhw-mmum
caveals: Lowisiana, Mississippe River, and inbutaries north of Batom Rowuge; Mississippi.
Mississippi River only; and Texas, everywhere except the Texas coast and a $0-mile zone
inland from the coast. Recorded interior least ter nesting locations occur on the Red
River from Arkansas south to Naichitoches. Throughout the reach, the tern nests in
shallow, inconspicuous depressions in open arcas on sandbars and sand istands. These
nests are subject to detrimental effects from a vaniety of peedatory and nonpredasory
mmemmm.un‘y&
terrain vehicles or other off-road vehicles, livestock foraging, and naterally cccwrring
hydrologic conditions.

3.5 Fishery Resources

Red River NWR provides habitat for many species of freshwater fish (Appendix I).
Important game species found in refuge waters include. bluegall (Lepomis macrochirus |
redear sunfish (Lepomis microlophus); longear sunfish (Lepomis megalotis ). white
crappie (Pomaxis anmdaris ) Mwmmxh—nhb
(Micraprerus salmoides), ycllow bass (Morome mississippiensis). and white bass (Morone
chrysupn ). Other species include: blue catfish (Jetalwrus furcana ), flathead catfish
(Pylodictus ofivaris), channe] catfish (fctalurws pumcianes ). smallmouth buf¥alo (fetiodus
bubatus); bigmouth buffalo (fcrkobus primedius). black buffalo (cfiobus miger),
mmMmm-(wumm
ar (Lepisontens plasostomus ). alligator gar (Lepisostens spurula). spotted gar
(Lepisosteus ocuiatus ), bowfin (Amia calva), and carp (Cyprimes carpio).

36 Cultural Resources

Section 106 of the Natiomal Historic Preservation Act provides the framework for foderal
muMofdumMnMudeﬁ-d
execution. The implementing regulations for the Section 106 process (36 CFR Pt 500)
mmw»mmuulmwmm
MNWWNWM“MMM)d&M

mmuwammmmw.mmm
out by or ca behalf of a Federal agency; those carmied out with Federal finmncial
MMM-WMIMUMdhmnm
ameWbudﬂvﬂuaww.w



agency.” Historic properties are those that are formally placed in the NRHP by the
Secretary of the Intenor, and thase that meet the criteria and are determined eligible for
inclusion. Like all foderal agencies, the Service must abide by Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Cultural resources management in the Service is the
responsibility of the Regional Director and is not delegated for the Section 106 process
when historic properties could be affected by Service undertakings, for issuing
archacological permits, and for Indsan tribal involvement. The Service's Regional
Histaric Preservation Officer (RHPO) adviscs the Regional Director abost procedures,
compliance, and implementation of the several cultural resources laws. The refuge
manager assists the RHPO by informing the RHPO (carly in the process) about Service
undertakings, by peotecting archacological sites and histori properties on Service-
managed and administered lands, by moaitoring archacological investigations by
contractors and permitioes, and by reporting violations.

Red River NWR blbuteum»mhnk'si-uhm
any cultural legacy that may potentially occur on the refuge. Whenever construction work
hmummmmmmmu-
mm-dm&ut.mﬂamw.
mhuﬂmm»mnw"wydh-ﬁum.m
results of this survey are submitted 10 the RHPO as well as to the Lowisiana State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO). The SHPO reviews the surveys and determines whether
dnﬂmﬂl&whh-ﬂaqmuiwﬂuh
listing in the NRHP will be affected. If cubtural resowrces are actually encountered duning
construction activities, the reflage is to notify the SHPO immediately.

3.7 Soclo Economic

The refuge is divided into five separste refuge units spread over 120 milles of the Rod
River Valley from the ArkansasLouisiana state line to near Alexandria, Louisiana. The
refuge units are located in parts of Caddo, Bossier, DeSoto, Red River, and Natchitoches
mmmwmkumuumdm
Muummwmmmulm
and carly 1900 caused almost all the historic hottomband hardwood forests 10 be cheared
mmmbmmdumMWWhhm
Fwdhmuhmhnmduwhmdhwbhm
metropolitan arcas of Shreveport and Bossicr City. Table | provides an overview
dhmbdhﬁwwhwmdhm
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Table 1. Demographics of Bossler, Caddo, DeSoto, Natchitoches, and Red River
based on U.S. Census 2000 data.

Bosaser 105,541 36,628 752 " 40.58)
Cadde 251,509 91974 ) my | 32575
DeSoto 26,353 vl x4 2.1 f 2508
Nachitoches | 38,541 14,26 518 s | pam
Red River 9622 MM | 59 | Y l 23,153

Data provided by the latest National Sarvey of Fishing. Hunting, and Wildhife-associased
Recreation (USDI et al. 2003) show that for the year 2001, a total of 1.6 million people
participated in fishing, hunting, and wildlife-waching activities in Lowisiana. These
activities resulied in roughly $1.6 billion in expenditures, with the majority spent co
equipment (58 percent) and trip-related (36 percent) expenses. Of these totals,
approximately 970,000 enthusiasts participated mn fishing and 121 million fishing trips
were made. The total expenditures for fishing were $703 million, with 57 percent trip-
related, 39 percent for equipment, and S percent for other expenses. A total of 333,000
enthusiasts partxzpated in hunting and 6.3 million hunting trips were made. Toeal hunting
expenditures were $446 million, with 61 percent spent on equipment, 27 percent trip-
related, and 12 percent for other expenses. A total of 935,000 enthusiasts participased in
wildlife watching and 2 4 million trips were made. Total expenditures for wildlife
wulching were $168 million, with S8 percest spent om equipencnt. 33 percent trip-relased,
and 9 percent for other expenses.
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Chapter 4 Environmental Consequences

This chapter describes the foresecable enviroamental consequences of implementing the
two management aliernatives in Chapter 2. When detailed information is available, a
scientific and analytic comparison between alternatives and their anticipased
consequences is presemted, which is described as “impacts™ or “effects.” When detailed
information is not available, those companisons are based on the professional judgment
and experience of refuge staff and Service and Stme biologists

4.1 Effects Common to all Alternatives
4.1.1 Environmental Justice

Executive Order 12898 “Federal Actions to Address Eaviroamental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations™ was signed by President Bill Clinton on
February 11, 1994, 10 focus federal attention on the enviroamental and human health
condstions of minority and low-income populations with the goal of achicving
enviroamental protection for all communsties. The Order direcied federal agencics to
develop environmental justice strategics 10 aid in identifying and addressing
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of their

human health and the environment, and 10 provide minority and low-income communities
access 1o public information and participation in matters relating 10 haman health or the
environment. This assessment has not identified any adverse or beneficial effects for
cither alternative unigue 10 minonty or low-income populations in the affected area.
Neither alternative will disproportionately place any adverse enviroamental, economic,
social, nor health impacts on minority or low-income populations.

4.1.2 Public Health and Safety

Each altemmative would have similar effects or munsmal to neghgible effocts oo humar
bealth and safety.

4.1.3 Refuge Physical Environment

Impacts of cach alternative on the refuge physical environment would have similar
minimal to negligible effects. Some dasturbancy W surface soils, opography , and
vegetation would occur in areas selocted for hunting; however effects would be minienal
Hunting would benefit vogotation as it is used to keep many resident wildlife

in balunce with the habitat's carrying capacity. 1he refuge would also conerol sccess 1o
mindmize habitm degradation.

Impacts 10 the natural hydrology would have negligible cffects. The refuge expects
impacts 10 air and water quality 1o be minimal and only due to refuge vistlors' astomobile
and off-road vehicle cmesssons and run-off from road and trail sides. The effect of these
refiage-relnied activities on overall air and water quality in (he region are anticipaod 1o be
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adequate to achicve desired on-refuge conditions, thus, implementation of the proposed
mwmwmwamwumm
impicmented under existing State standards and laws.

Impacts associsted with solitude are expected to be minimal given time and space zone
management tochniques, such as scasonal access and arca closures, used 10 avoid
conflicts among user groups.

4.1.4. Cultural Resources

Under cach aliernative, hunting, regardiess of method or species targeted, is a
consumptive activity that does not pose any threat 10 historic propertics oa and'or near
the Refuge.

4.1.5. Facllities

Muintenance or improvement of existing facilitics (i.c. parking areas, roads, trails, and
Mm)ﬁumwtmmlqnasbw&dwdm
cause some wildlife disturbances and damage 10 vegetation.

4.2 Summary of Effects
4.21 Impacts to Habitat
No Action Alternative

Under this shermative, additional acreage would not be opened o hunting.  The increase
of native und exotc wildlife would have negative impacts on refuge habutats. Over-
population of wildlife lcads 10 habitat degradation and modification. In tem, this woukd
negatively impact future resident and migratory wildlife populations, as well
management actions on the refuge.

Proposed Action Alternative

The biological imegrity of the refuge would be protected under this alternative, and the
refuge purpose of conserving wetlands for wildlife would be achieved. The hunting of
hogs, beavers and deer would positively impact wildlife hahitat by promoting plant health
and diversity, reducing bog wallowing which destroys vegetation and compacts soils. and
increusing tree seedling survival. Hunting of heavers would decrease thewr populations
and in effect, increase the health of forestod wetlands.

The additional screage would be wtilized mare by the public (hunters) than previously
which might cause increased trampling of vegetation. Impacts 1o vogetation should be
minor. Hunter density is estimated 10 be an average of | hunter’] 000 acres

the hunting season. Refuge regulations would not pormit the use of ATVs off of
designated trails. Vehiches would be confimed 10 existing roads and parking lots.
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4.2.2 Impacts to Hunted Wildiife
No Action Alsernative

Additional mortality of individual hunted animals would not occur under this alternative.
Disturbance by hunters 10 hunted wildlife would not occur, however, other public uses
that cause disturbance, such as wildlife observation and photography, would still be

permitied,

habstat’s carrying capacity in the arca not opened 10 hunting.  The likelibhood of
starvation and diseascs, such as bluetongue and EHD in deer and distemper and rabies in
raccoon and opossum. would incresse as would vehicle-deer collisions. Feral hogs can
harbor several infectious discases. some of which can be fatal 10 wildlife. Additionally,
wwmmhmmm.mmmumm
birds and mamanals.

Proposed Action Alternative

Additional mortality of individual hunted animals would oocur under this altermative.
estimated by the refuge to be a maximum of 100 deer, 2,000 ducks, 200 snow geese, and
200 white-fronted geese annually. Estimates for other hunted species (raccoon, opossum,
quail, squirrel, rabbit, dove, hog) would be less than 100 individuals per species.

Hunting causes some disturbance 10 mot caly the species being hunted but other game
spocies as well. However, time and space zoning established by refuge regulations would
mimimize incidental disturbance.

Hunting of deer, hog, beaver, coyote, raccoon and opossum would help maineain their
populations at or helow carrying-capacity.  The likelihood of starvation and diseases.
such as bluetoague and EHD in deer and distemper and mbics in maccoon and opossum,
would be decreased as would deer-vehicle collisions. Reduction of the hog population
wauld decrease risk of transmitting fatal discases by hogs 10 other wildlife specics.
Fewer hogs would decrease competition for food with native wildlife, such as deoer,
turkey, and squirrel,

4.2.3 Impacts to Non-hunted Wildiite
No Action Alernative

CGiround and shrub nesting birds and turtles are subgect 10 high egg deprodation rates if
raccoon, coyvses, wd opossum populations are mot kept in check through harvest. In
Noeth Loussiana, research conducted on o pupulation of alligator snapping turtles bas
mummWhMMOIMa‘MMM)
Under this altermative, feral hog populations would increase. Noo-aative hogs ane
peedmons of small mammals and door fawns m well as ground-nesting binds such as

tarkeys,
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Incressed disturbance 10 non-hunted wildlife would mot occur in areas closed: however.
pon-consumptive users would still be permitted 10 access this land, which might cause
disturbance to wildlife.

Proposed Action Alternative

Populatioas of raccoon, coyotes, and opossum would be decreased through hunting under
this alternative. Depredation rates of songbinds, turkeys, turties and their mests would
decrease. Feral hog popalations would be reduced thereby decreasing predation of deer
fawns, turkeys and small mammals.

Disturbance 1o non-hunted wildlife would increase stightly However, significant
disturbance would be unlikely for the following reasons. Semall mammals, inchading bats,
are inactive during winter when hunting scason occurs. These species are also nocturnal
Both of these qualities make hunter intcractions with small mamemals very rare.
Hibernation or toepor by cold-blood repeiles and amphibians also limits their activity
during the husting scason when temperatures are low.  Hunters would marely encounter
reptiles and amphibians during most of the hunting scason. Invertebeates are also not
active during cold weather and would have few imteractions with hunters during the
hunting season. The refuge has estimatod currest hunter density on peak days 10 be no
more than | bunter per 160 acres. During the vast majority of the hunting season, hunter
density is much lower (1 hanter/1 000 acres). Refuge regulations fiurther mitigase
possible disturbance by humters 10 non-hunted wildlife. Vehicles are restricied o roads
and the harussencat or taking of any wildlife other than the game species begal for the
scason is not permitied. Disturbance 1o the daily wintering activitics, sach as feeding and
resting, of birds might occur, but would be transitory as humters traverse habitas.
Disturbance to hirds by hunters would probably be commensurate with that caused by

PON-CONSEMPL Ve users.
4.2.4 Impacts to Endangered and Threatened Species
No Action Alsernative

Recause current public use levels on the refuge would remain the same, there would be
0o mnereased chance of advensely affecting threatened and endangered species.

Proposed Action Alternative

A potential dessdvantage of this alormative is its effect on theestonod and emdangered
species on the refuge such as the imlerior least term. However, a Sectivn 7 Evaluation
ssociated with thes assessment was conducted. and it was determined that the peogumed
action is mot likely to adversely affoct these species (Refer 0 2008 Soction 7 Evaluation
for Sport Hunting on Red River NWR).
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425 Impacts to Refuge Facilities (roads, trails, parking iots, levees)
No Action Alsernative

Additional damage to roads and ATV trails due 10 hunter use during wet weather periods
woukd not occur; however, other users would still be using roads, thereby necessitating
penodsc maintenance. Additionally, costs associated with an expanded hunting program
in the form of road and leves maintenance, instructional sign needs, and law enforcement
would not be applicable.

Proposed Action Altermarive

Additional damage to roads and ATV trails due to humter use during wet weather periods
might occur. The current refuge bunt program om 2,500 acres for the past few years has
shown these impacts %0 be minimal. There would be some costs associated with a
hunting program in the form of road and ATV trail maintenance, instructional sign needs,
and law enfoecement. These costs should be minimal relative to 1otal refuge operations
and maintenance costs and would not diminesh resources dedicated 10 other refuge

MANAGEMEHt Programs.
4.26 Impacts to Wildlife Dependant Recreation
No Action Alternative

The public would not bave the additional opportunity to harvest a renewable resource,
participate in wildlife-onented recreation that 1s compatible with the parposes for which
the refuge was established, have an increased awarcocss of Red River NWR and the
National Wildlife Refuge System: nor would the Service be meeting public wse demand.

Proposed Action Alternative

As public use levels expand across time, unanticipatod coaflicts between user groups mary
occwr. Experience has proven that time and space 20ning (¢.g.. establishment of scparate
use arcas, use periods, and restrictions on the number of wsers) is an effective ol in

conflicts betwoen user growps. Squirrel and rabbit husters would not be able
to use dogs until after the last deer gum hunt 10 ensure conflicts do mot arise. Racooon and
opossum hunting (which the State allows 10 be open all year) would be limited 10 the
squirrel and rabbit season during daylight hours and limited 10 Jansary and December at
nighttime  This would limit conflicts between raccoon/opossum hunters and doer gun
huntors. Ths would also limit disturbance 10 wildlife during the spring and sumemner
when most specics reproduce. Conflicts between hunters and noo-consumptive users
might occur but would be mitigated by time (non-hunting scason) and space 2oning. 1he
refuge would focus noo-consumgtive wse (mainly birdwasching and other wildhifc
viewing) on arcas that are closed to hunting.

The public would be allowed 10 increase the harvest of a renewablc nesowrce, and the
refuge would be promoting a wildhife-onentod resroativnal oppuriunity that is compan ble
with the purpose for which the refuge was cstablishod. The public would have an



increased awareness of Red River NWR and the National Wildlife Refuge System and
public demand for more hunting would be met. The public would also have the
opportunity to harvest a rencwable resource in a traditional manner, which is

important 10 the local community. This aliemative would also allow the public to enjoy
hunting at no or little cost in a regaon where private land is leased for hunting, often

the opportunity to experience a wildlife-dependant recreation. instill an appeeciation for
and understanding of wildlife. the natural world and the covironment and promote & land
cthic and environmental awareness.

4.3 Cumulative impacts Analysis

4.3.1 Anticipated Direct and Indirect Impacts of Proposed Action on Wildiife

4.3.1.1 Migratory Birds

The US. Fish and Wildlife Service, working with partners, ansually prescribe
frameworks, or outer limits, for dates and times when hunting may occur and the number
of birds that may be taken and possessed. These frameworks are necessary to allow State
sclections of season and limits for recreation and sustenance; aid Foderal, State, and tribal
governments in the management of migratory game birds; and permit harvests at levels
Treaty Act stipulates that all hunting scasons for migratory game burds are chosed unless
specifically opened by the Secretary of the Interior, the Service anncally promulgates
regulations (50 CFR Part 20) establishing the frameworks from which States may select
scason dates, bag himits, shooting hours, and other optons for the cach migratory bird
hunting scason. The frameworks are essentially permassive in that hunting of migrasory
birds would not be permitied without them. Thus, in effect, Foderal annual regulations
both allow and limit the bunting of migratory birds.

Migratory game binds are those bind specics so designated in conventions between the
United States and several foreign nations for the prosection and management of these
birds. Under the Migrstory Bird Treaty Act (16 US.C. 703-712), the Socretary of the
Interior is authorized to determine when “hunting, taking, capture, killing, possession,
sale, purchase, shipment, transportation, carriage, or export of any ... bisd, or any pan,
mest, or egg” of migrasory game birds can take place, and 10 adopt regulations for this
purpose. These regulations are writien afler giving due regared 10 “the 20nes of
temperature and 10 the distribation, sbundance, economic value, breeding habets, and
times and limes of migratory flight of such birds, and are updated annually (16 U.S.C.
T04¢a)). Thes responsibslity has been delegated 10 the U.S. Pish and Wildlife Service as
the lend foderal agency for managing and conserving migratory burds in e United Seates.
Acknowledging regional differences in hunting conditions, the Service has
administratively divided the nation into four Flyways for the primary purpose of
managing migrstory game birds. Cach Flyway (Atlantic, Mississippi, Central, and
Pacific) has a Flyway Council, a formal arganization gonerslly compesed of one member
from cach State and Province in that Flywsy. Red River NWR is within the Mississippi
Flywny.
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The process for adopting migratory game bird hunting regulations, located in $0 CFR
part 20, is constrained by three primary factors. Legal and administestive considerations
dictate how long the rule making process will last. Maost importantly, however, the
biological cycle of magratory game birds controls the timing of daza-gathering activities
and thus the dates on which these results are avaslable for consideration and deliberation
The process of adopting migratory game bird hunting regulations iciudes two scparate
regulations-development schedules, based on “carly™ and “late™ hunting season
regulations. Early husting scasons pertsin to all migratory game bind specics in Alaska,
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands; migratory game birds other than waserfow!
(e.g. dove, woodcock, etc.); and special carly waterfow! scasons, such as teal or resident
Canada geese. Farly hunting seasons generally begin prior to October 1. Late busting
seasons generally start on or afler October | and inclade most waterfow! seasons not
already established. There are basacally no differences in the processes for cstablishing
cither carly or late hunting scasons. For each cycle, Service biologists and others gather,
analyze, and interpret biological survey data and provide this information t1© all those
involved in the process through a series of published status reports and presentations to
Flyway Councils and other interesiod parties (USFWS 2006).

Currently, Red River NWR has an average harvest of 500 ducks (primarily Mallards,
Wood Ducks, Gadwalls, Green-winged Teal), snow geese. and white-fronted geese on
2,500 acres per season. Under the proposed action, Red River NWR estimates a

be harvested cach year. Waterfow! hunting is only allowed watil noos each day during
the season, which is mare restrictive thas regulations set forth by Lowssiana Department
of Wikdlife and Fisheries (LDWF). This harvest impact represents 0.29%, 0.3%, and
0.3%, respectively of Louisiana’s four-year average harvest of 921,990 ducks, 60 830
snow goese, and 72,61 | white-fronted goese (USFWS 2005). Expansion of waterfow!
hunting should not have cumulative impacts on waterfow! populations.

Because the Service is required 1o take abundance of migratory birds and other factoey in
to consideration. the Service undertakes a number of surveys throughout the year in
conjunction with the Canadian Wildlife Scrvice, Stae and Provimcial wildlife-
management agencies, and others. To determine the appropriate frameworks for cach
species, the Service conssders factors such as population size and trend, goographical
distributson, annual breeding effort, the condition of breoding and wintering habitat, the
number of hunters, and the anticipated harvest. Aficr frameworks are established for
season dengtha, bag limits, and areas for migratory gamc bird hunting, migratory game
bird management becomes a cooperative ¢ffort of State and Federal Governmeonts. A fer
Service establishment of final frameworks for hunting seasons, the States may select
seuson dutes, bag limits, and other regulatory options for the hunting scasons.  States may
always be more conservative in their selections than the Fodersl frameworks bug never
mare liberal, Season dates and hag limits for Natiomal Wildlife Refuges open 1o hunting
are pever longer or larger than the State regulations. In fact, hasod upon the findings of
un cnvironmental asscssment developed when a Natsonal Wudlife Refuge opens a new
hunting activity, season dates and hag limits may be more restrictive than the State
allows. At Red River NWR, scusvn length is more restrictive for waterfow! and doves
than the State allows.
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NEPA considerations by the Service for hunted migratory game bird species are
addressed by the programmatic document. **Final Supplemental Eavironmental Impuact
Statement. Issuance of Annual Regulations Permitting (he Sport Hunting of Migratory
Birds (FSES §3- 14)," filed with the Environmental Protection Agency on June 9, 1988,
We published Notice of Availability in the Federal Register on June 16, 1988 (53 FR
22582), and our Record of Decision on August 18, 1988 (53 FR 31341). Ansual NEPA
considerations for waterfow] hunting frameworks are covered under a separate
Environmental Assessment, “Duck Hunting Regulations for 2006-07," and an August 24,
2006, Finding of No Significant Impact. Further, in a notice published in the September
8, 2005, Federal Register (70 FR 53376), the Service anmounced its intent to develop a
program. Public scopeng meetings were held in the spring of 2006, as announced i a
March 9, 2006, Federal Register motice (71 FR 12216). More information may be
obtained from: Chief, Division of Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior, MS MBSP-4107-ARLSQ, 1849 C Strect, NWR.
Washington, DC 20240

Although woodcock are showing declines in numbers on their brooding groumds, habiea
loss 13 considered t be the culprit, not hunting.  This asscrtion was tested in a study
conducted by the U.S. Geological Patuxent Wildlife Research Center in 2005 (McAudey
et al. 2005). Results showed no significant differences in woodcock survival between
hunted and non-hunted arcas.  Furthermore, the authors concluded that hunting was not
having a considerable impact on woodcock numbers in the Northeast (McAuley of af
2005).

An estimated 24,000 woodoock were harvested in the 200506 scason in the state of
Lovisiana. Louisiana's harvest of 24,000 woodcock represented 0.5% of the estimated
4.6 million North American woodcock population. | imised woodcock habitat exists
duning most of the hunting scason because back water flooding inendases the refuge
During extremely dry years, when more woodcock habitat becomes available, they may
experience higher harvest rates. With such relatively few woodcock being currently
harvested on the refuge, the opening of additional acreage 10 hunting as stated in the
proposed action should have no cumulative effects on their local, regional or Mlyway
popalations.

4312 Resdent Byg Game

43121 Dew
Decr bunting does not have regional population impacts du 1o restricted home ranges.
The average home range of a male doer im Mississippi is 1,511 + 571 S.D hectares. (Mot

et al. 1985). Therefore, only local impacts occur. Harvest and survey data condinm tha
docades ol docr hunting ve surrounding private lands (using bait and a longer season)
have not had a local cumulative adverse effect on the doer population. T NDWF estimase
209,200 deer were harvested throughout the state in 200506, The average snnual
statewide harvest sioce 1995 is 234,000 deer. The refuge cstimates an additional
maximuen |00 deer would be harvested under the propused action, representing anly
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0.04% of the long-term average state harvest. Expansion of hunting on refuge kands for a
_ very limited deer gun hunt (without bait) should not have cumelative impacts on the decr
herd.

43122 Fersl Hogs

Mhpm-m&nwmmuiua“da—e
species by the State of Lowissana. No bag limits are established for feral hogs.
mamwmuwmmmuhmu
detrimental specics, and a1 the same time, is widely enyoyed by local hunters.
Cumulstive effects to an exotic, invasive species should not be of concern because the
refuge would like 10 extirpale this species on refuge lands. Hunting of hogs is not
considered detrimental to the beological imtegrity of the refuge, is not likely to create
conflict with other public uscs and is within the wildlife dependant public uses 10 be
management oaly in terms of their negative impacts on refuge biota and need for
cradication. They are a popular game species though, and the public interest would best
be served by allowing this activity on the refuge. However, even with hunting, feral hogs
are likely o alwuys be present bocause they are prolific breeders.

43123 Wid Turkey

Turkeys are son-migratory and therefore hunting only impacts the local population. 1he
hunting area would be confined 10 a small section of uplands on the western side of the
refage. State biologists with LDWT have trapped and bamded turkeys in North | ouisiana
for the past several years. Data from banding indicate that turkey harvest rates of 15 %
for noeth Louisiana during 2002-06 is well below the scicntifically accepted threshold of
30% (Vangilder 1992). LDWF conduct turkey brood surveys cach spring. Data indicate
that poults per hen ratios average 3.5 over the past 11 years, which is considered “very
good™ by the Southeast Wild Turkey Technical Commitiee (Savage 2005). These data
indicate that the loval turkey population has withstood hunting o surrounding privase
lands for several years without negative cumulative effects on turkeys. Therefore the
turkcy hunt should sot cumulatively impact the population.

4313  Smal Game (Squirrel, Rabbit, Raccoon, Opossum. Coyote, Beaver and

Squirrels, mbbét, raccoon, and opossum cannot be affected regionally by refuge hunting
because of their limised home ranges. Only local effects will be discussed. Opossum and
raccoon are hunted primarily st nght. Raccoon are more sought aflor than opossum by
the public.  Humting helps regulate opossiam and raccoon populations; bowever, unless
the popularity of this type of hunting increases, racooons and opossems numbers will
always be higher than desired. When these specics become extremely ovorsbundant,
diseases such as distermper and rabics reduce the populations. However, waiting for
Jasease outbeval (o regulate their mumbers can he a human health hazand. Cumubatiye
impacts 10 raccoon and opossum e walibely considering they reproduce quickly, are
Mnmanmmmmumu-muun-m

BRI SpRvivs.
b~



Studies have been conducted within and outssde of Louisiana 10 determine the effects of
hunting on the population dynamics of small game. Results from studies have
consistently shown that small game, such as rabbits and squirrels, are mot affected by
but rather are limited by food resources. The refluge consultod with biologssts at
LDWF in association with this assessment on the cumulative impacts of hunting on
rabbits and squirrel  The statewide Louisiana harvest for squirrels in 200506 was
estimated at 1,253.900. LDWF estimated 255 200 rabbits killed by hunters in the
200506 scason. Under the proposed action, the refuge estimates a maximum additional
50 rabbits and 200 squarrels would be harvested, representing only 0.02% of the
statewide harvests. Gray squirrels, fox squirrels, castorn cottontails, and swamp rabbits
are prolific breeders and their populations have never been threatened by hunting in
Lowisiana even prior 10 the passing of hunting regulations &s we know them today .

Quail are non-migratory and therefore are not regionally affected by hunting. Only local
effects will be discussed. The early successional habitat that quail favor is not abundant
on the refuge; therefore, quail hunting is limited. Studies by the LDWF indicase that a
harvest of <30% in the southeast should be sustainable. Past surveys by refige staff in
North Louisiana have found that an average of 1.3 quail were harvested on refuges from
2001-2004. The harvesting of less than 2 quail per year should not have cumulative
effects on their local population.

Coyotes and beaver cannot be affected regionally by refuge hunting because of their
limited home ranges. Only local effects will be discussed. Coyotes and beaver reproduce
rapidly, are overpopulated, and can have adverse effects on their habitats. Covotes
deprodate small mammals, soagbirds and their nests, turkey and quail nests and any other
animal they opportunistically encounter. When coyote numbers are high, local wildlife
populations can be negatively affected. Coyotes are probably the most resilient species in
North America Today regulated hunting has no cumulative impact on their populations.
Hunting of both coyotes and beaver is beneficial in helping meet refuge objectives.

4314  Non-hunted Wikiife

Non-hunted wildlife would inchude noo-bunted migratory birds such as songbirds,
widing birds, raptors, and woodpeckers; small mammals such as voles, moles, mice,
shrews, and buts, reptibes and amphibians such as snakes, skinks, turtles, lizands,
salamanders, frogs and toads; and invertebrates such as butterflics, moths, other insects
and spiders. Except for mignatory binds and some species of migrasory buts, butterflies
and moths, these species have very limited home ranges and hunting could not affect
their populations regionally; thus, only local effects will be descussed.

Dhsturtance (0 noo-hunied migratory birds could have regional local, and flyway effects.
Regional and flyway effects would not be applicable t species that do net migrate such
as most woodpeckers, and some songhinds including cardinals, titmice, wrens,
chackadees, etc. The cumulative effects of disturbance to non-bunted migratory berds
under the proposed action are expected 10 be noglagibie for the following reasons.
Hunting season would nat coincide with the nesting scason.  Loag-term future mpects
that could ooour il reproduction was reduced by hunting are not relevant for this reasen.
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Public Review and Comment:

mwwmumorummmmn—u
&sMAmhMMWW%WdMM
fwwbﬁcmfotudnys.mmu.m No comments were
recerved.

Determimation (check ome below):

____ Useis Not Compatidle

X Use s Compatible with Following Stipulations
Stipulations Necessary to Ensure Comparibility:

hunting permit while participating i refuge bemts. mmmwhuh-'
regulations, explaias both the goneral hust regulations and the refuge-specific repalations. Law
mehmwymm&ehmn-u»“m
with refuge laws and regulations.

Justification:

wmmumm.mnma-m-amuuum“
capacaty. Overpopulation of deer catos an increase in discase and starvation. Deocr hends that
are overpopulatod will significantly alter habaats. Feral hogs are imvasive cxotics tat desarey
Mwmwumhbdwhd.-inmm-hm.w

Huntizg is a very populsr wildlife-dependant use by the public Huntimg pronides wibdl. fe-
oriontad reoreation 10 the public i 4 region where these opportumitics are vansdung. The vaer
majority of private land is leased for hunting, ofton costing & person $300-$2000year for
meznbership, T\nmoc\m-nmmm-bmmtojohomc&

NEPA Compliznce for Refuge Use Description: Flace am X in approprisse space.
Categoncal [xchasos without Fanvironmental Action St cment
Categpovical Eachanon and Envircamental Action Statement
x_wwmmamwhm
Environmental Tmpact Stanensesst and Rovord of Dectsion

Mandatory 15-Year Re evaluation Date:s Docomber 31, 2020




Description of Use:
Small Game Fnting

Smﬂpemmdm:ﬂummmmd_l
mmamm-uwumum-m The
wumu-mwmummmw
devdoydw“d-mdpﬂkm-imn-—djﬂ\.nmha
respoesible and cosistent manmer.
m-mwmummhnwmw
SmeMdIM--MWuWiuMﬂm
purpose for which the refuge was established

Hunting could occur throughout the reflage. Seall grme bunting scasc e the refage fellew the
state regulated seesons, which ussally are from October through February. All mrtag scascns arc
established anmally through cocedestion with the Louisiana Department of Wikdlife sed Fisheries.
mmu—umumuucudwwmcm
Hunters access the refuge om open roads, by boat, by foot, and by all-tervais vehicles Emited 10
dosagrated trails.

Public husting opponusstics are limited in north [ outsss. Thatmg cppomunstos on private lind ane
viraally noe exstent unkees a porwe 18 willing and able 10 puschume banting nghts reugh hrting
cases.

Availability of Resomrces:

Resources imvoahwd in the adwimisiranon amd manapemens of the se

Personnel time assoviated with adssnsstration and law onforcement

Special equipment. ocilitivs, or improvesments BeceIary (0 spport the une

Access roads, gates, hoat rampa, brochiures, kosks, and law enforcement oquipmens
Maintenance costs. $10,000yoar

Moniroring costs. 5,000/ yeur

Offsemng revemwes. Nooe

Anticipated Impacts of the L se:
SAharr-serm impaces.

Natsoral wildlife refugos administered by the Novth Lowisiana Refuges Complox have heen open
1o hunting since 1975, with w0 docemamald distarbance 10 refage habitats sad 50 cctxable
papent om D abundance of species Nastad or othaor associated wildlalc Wisle managed hunting
oppormzeties may result in localized disrmeon of idividual imals’ dasly Focines, mo
ntiocahle shonw ¢ffoct om populatsoss bas beon Jooummented



bunsing peogram. m.munmm,umuum»q-
Migm.dhclhﬁu-:—ﬂy.abche&nﬁ.mihm*yma
other concems that ment closare. Ths latitade. coupled with meestonng of wildiife popalatces
and babitat condiions by the Service and the Louisiama Department of Wikdlife and Fiskbercs,
wmuwmmnmwmmuﬁnu
refuge arc unhikely.

Swulnmmhmm&emﬁum'um&um_g.
Mwmu&mﬁwdbndm«m“m”d&mmm
hunting can be utilized 10 Mmit ispacts.

Cumslanve impacts

mcimin'ddwmo-oﬂhetﬁ.n'sh'qm“um-.-u*m
of the refuge and would not result in commlative impacts 10 refuge resources.

Public Review and Comment:

mwmm“mammwmmmu
Environmental Assessment for Red River National Wildlife Refuge and made avaslable
for public comment for 14 days, starting November 14, 2008. No comments were
recerved.

Determimation (check one below ):
__Use s Not Compatible
_X__Use is Compatible with Followsng Stipulations
Stipulations Necessary to Ensure Compatibilicy:

Hunting seascas aad bag linits wre established ansually as upon duriog G aemun! hurx
coordumtion meeting with state personnel. Those penerally fall withun the stase framework  The
mmuhmuhummn—udh‘ummmm-d
dividal species or disturbunce 10 trust specses. Al hunters are required o possess a refuge
hunting permit while participating in reflage husts. This pevnut, whach sugments the sate buzting
regulaions, explass both the peneral bt ropulations and the refuge-specifie regulataos. |aw
eamm“nquﬂyunhadwuhﬁumnmm
with refuge lwws and regulacsons.

Justification”

Mnd“dnmhwmuh-hpaum_‘d—; Hunvimg s »
procwity public we and offers the public an inexpemmive wildlife dependont roencanional
opposaNty.




NEFPA Compliance for Refuge Use Description: Place an X in appropriate space.

Categorical Frelusion withowt Environmsental Action Statemers
Categonical Exclusion s Esvironmental Action Statesnent

X__ Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Segmuficast Tmpuact
Enviroamental kmpact Statement and Record of Decision

Mandatory 15-Year Re-evabustion Date: December 31, 2023

Description of Use:
Migrasory Bird Hunting

Migratory bird bunting on Red River Refuge consists of ducks, sespe, rails, dove, woodcoek,
couts, and poese. qumnwdawmhmdm
state loenses. mmmm-umm&mmmm
quality receeational opportunitses for the public while promaoting national wildlife refuges. The
refuge hum plan was developed 1 ensure that associated public racrestson and wildlide
management objectives were being met in a responsible and comsastent masncy

Hmawmummumwmw
WWMoleuaMﬂkmthMﬂh
purpose for which the refuge was established.

Husring could occur throughout the refuge. Migratory burd hunting scasocs cm the refuge foliow
with the Loussiana Departmen of Wildlife and Fuberies. All repulaticns and senual changes e
published in the Code of Federal Regulations (50 CFR). Waterfowd, though, can oaly be husted
untsl noon each day oo the refuge.

[hemters access the refuge on open roads, by boat, by foot, and by all-tcrraim vehicles hezsiad 5o
dosspmaied trasls.

Iblic nating oppoetisstion are lmited m north [ owsane |hurting opportanse ce private kind ane
wmm.mumuu»mmmmm

Availabibty of Resources:

Resources imodved (n the adminictration and mansgement of the we

Pecsonnel tiae assoviatod with adiumstration and law onfiorcomen

Special eguipment, facilities or Improvemenls necessary & agport e wn

Access soada, puten. bt rerg. beochures, kioska, and law enforcemsect equipuwet
Maintenamor oonte: $15 000 'year

Momitoning costy: $5,000/year




Offvesting reveswes: Nooe
Asnticipated Impacts of the Use:

WMWWW&MMIMC@Q“MM
1o hunting since 1975, with no documented disturbamce to refuge habitats and 0o meticeabic
impact oo the abundance of speces hunted or other assocuatod wildh:fe While munaged hunt-g
opporunsties may result in localized disruption of individual animals” dasly soutines, no
noticeable adverse effect om populations has been documented.

Lowg-term impacts

Tom.theimmwmdmw:mmm-‘hw‘n‘s
hunting program. However, should #t bevome necessary, the refuge bas the latibade 10 adyust
Bting seasons and bag lests asnually, of 10 close the refuge entirely if there are safety iswes o
other concerns that merit closure. mmmmwaﬁﬁm
mmmwuwuumwdwm-am
will ensure that long-term negative impacts 10 cither wildlife popedations and'or habstags on the
refupe are unlikely,

Should bursing pressure incrense on the refuge, sltomatives such & quots hunts, 2 reduction, in e
sumber of days of hurting. or restractcns oo that past of the refage open 10 huting can be wtilized 1
st (rrpacts.

mmum«ruw'-hmmu-mmmnm
of the refuge and would 0ot revult 1n cummulative Erpacts 10 refuge rosources.

Public Review and Comment:

m.mmww«ulmmmaumwsmmmu
Environmental Assessment for Red River National Wildlife Refiuge and made availahle
for public comment for 14 days, starting November 14, 2008 No comments were
received,

Determination (check one bebow )
. Use is Net Campatibie
X Use is Compatible with Following Stipulations
Stipulations Necessary to Faswre Compatibiliny:
Chatiian e i et gt T B P i bt

mmMMmﬂiMmmn—nﬂum»mmd
individual species or distubance 1o et spovies. Adl bsters are npuined 10 possens » refuge



Ing permit whale paruicipating in reflige hunts  This permut, whach augments the state burring
enforcament patrols are frequently condacted throughout the bunting season 10 ensuse conmpliance
with refuge laws and regulations The refuge has mcluded a Refuge Operating Needs Syszam
project for a fulltime officer W asure compatibility over the loag teme.

Justification:

Regulated hurcing does not have an adverse impact on populations of mugrstory binds. Hurting
a paority public use and offers the publac an inexpensive wildlife dependers recreational
opportunity. Hunting provides wildiife-oriented recreation to the public m a regsce whers these
opportunitics arc vanishing.  The vast magonty of privase land o lexsed for migratory berd
Inaging, oflen costing a penon $2,000-510,000 year for membership  The refuge often attracts
thase humers who cannot afford 10 join & bunting club.

NEPA Compliance for Refuge Use Description: Place an X in appropriate space.
Categoncal Exclusion without Envircesmental Action Statement
Categorical Exclusion and Esvisonmental Action Stasement
X__ Envircamental Assessment and Finding of No Segeaficant Lmpact
Envircesmestal mpact Statement and Record of Decision

Mandatory 15Year Re-evaluation Date: Decomber 31, 2023

Approval of Compatibilicy Determinations
The sgnature of spproval s for all compatidelity detormunations considerad within the Sport

Hunting Plan for Rod River NWR. If one of the descriptive uses s considered for compatib ity
autside of the plan. the approval sagnature becomses part of that determanation

Refuge Mamsger. Bjﬂft) [ 2/i0/o8

Pat Stimson (Signature Date)

Revionst Compeblty 0 [ HARA 12 )20)w
(Signature Date) y
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UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION STATEMENT

Within the spint and intent of the Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations for

implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and other statutes, orders,

ammmmmwmm@m.lmwmm

w:wmwmmm. . Natchitoches and DeSoto Parishes.
na:

Chack One;

is 8 calegorical exclusion as provided by 516 DM 2, Agpendix 1 and 516 DM 6,
Appendix 1, Section 1.4 A (4). No further NEPA documentation will therefore be
made.

X hmnotbmwmm;mwum
Emvironmental Assessment and Finding of No Significart Impact.

i found 1 have significant effects and, therefore, further consicensson of Tis acticn
will require 8 noice of intent 10 be pubiished in the Federal Register announcng the
decision 10 prepare an EIS.

is not approved because of unacceplable environmental damage. of violation of Figh
and Widile Service mandates, policy, reguiations, of procedures.

is an emargancy action within the context of 40 CFR 1 506 1 1. Only those actons
MOCESSATy 10 CONrol the iImmedaie IMpacts of the emergency will be lahen. Omer
relaled acsons remain subect 10 NEPA review.

Other Supporting Documants
Endangered Species Act, Section 7 Consultaion, 2008




wmm: Pat Sinson
elephone Number: 318.742.1219  E-Mail: pat_stnson@iws
Date: _October 31, 2008 =y

PROJECT NAME (Grant TileNumber): Red River NWR Proposad Vistor Canter anc
exiension of the Arthur Ray Teague Parkway (Project # PLH-RDR 10(1))

L Service Program:

Il State/Agency: LousanaUSFWS
. Station Name. Red Rver NWR

. murmmmmmum
Implemaent 2008 Sport Hunting Plan which would 83d turkey, dove, galnules
rals, anc snipe Nunbing and expand the hunting 1o tha entire refuge

Pertinent Species and Habitat:
Include spaceshabitat occurrence map: See Figure 1

»<

Interior Least Terns: Rivar 00806 8 Owned within the Headquarters, Bayo.
Plerre, and Lower Cana River Units  If land were acgured in tha Wardvew Urat
rver Fontage Mght Do owned there  Records of nestng Mas! erms are known
for sandbars adjacent (0 he Meadguaners Unt and near the Bayou Parme Unit
pror o refuge estanishmant  Since 2000, nether colcny Nas been present due
10 3andbers benng colonized Dy wilow rees.  The Wardvew Unt nas an active
colony acrass the river from what could one day be rafuge lends. No resting
1OCOrds OCCLE ANYWhara Nad¢ the Lower Cane River Urat




8 Complele the following table
Table 1. Listed propesed species critical habitat that oceur or may eccur withia the

Teniangered Tetrraatared PE sproposed endargensd PTrprogesad Pregwned Crecrscal
Nabdat PCHeproponss crscal habitat. Croandanms spoces

Vi Location (attach map):
A, Ecoregion Number and Name: West Gulf Coasta Pan

B County and State: Red River, Bossier, DeSoto and Naschioches
Parishes. Loussiana

c mm.mmp(ammw See Figure
1

D. Distance (miles) and direction 10 nearest town- The Bayou Prerre Unit
S approximately 15 mies norh of Coushatta, LA The Soarish Lakes
Lowlancs Unit is 10 mdes north of Nalchitoches, LA The Headguaners
Unit s located in Bossier City, LA

E. Species’habitat occurrence:

Interior Least Tern (Sterna antillarum anthalas303) - known 10 ooowr n
Cacds Bossier and Red River Parshes.  Breeds on sand or gravel bars
of the Upper Red River

Vil. Determination of EMects:

A Explanation of effects of the action on species and critical habitats in
item V. B (attach additional pages as needed):

Table 2.

SPECIES IMPACTS TO SPECIES/CRITICAL HABITAT

CRITICAL HABITAY

Intericr Leas! Tom Benafici impacts from working win intaror Lesst Tern Working
Group and potentaly 333:8tng stale of Lousara N presacting
L3NG restonng inlerior least lerm nesting haditst n the future




|mmmammnm.m.mmmnunumnw
portions of the Red River MMWMWNMM
Pmmwmmum;w.nwmmmmm
sutable sanctars for nesting tems Howaver, If in the future any sandbars are
Ceveloped within the refuge boundary. then !ay will be montones for least leem

and any Necessary posting or closures will be conducted Hunting will not coincice witr
hbrndhgmdmeﬂahmm.m.nmmw%m
have no effect on least tems.

Vil Effect Determination and Response Requested:
Table 4. mmm“mwhmu“

NE = 0 s Nm.m~nm~¢-mm or
AT ATty ITDA ST DOWTVEry O NIy %y MBS Crogosed CaRIMIMe ACer en o

e i L L VR S R S s ——
W A campeete AVRrar b e Record

NA & NGt ERey 15 Bhversely Yot TI SHEFROSION § SPEIIENEN aher T SOooees SR ey
AOVOrIed, POt My 1S Prapceed m”an.-OMaq

5 Serfion oo W Dene weoroet  Rensonse Rocuested & & ' Caromene

AL = oty © 22veniety stect mwnmwhmmomum
WONT 07y WA [eand (i SIaN R X SRS TIIDOANT RN NS Restiree Recrem e

o 102 160008 3 ' Forval Conmsmanen’ | Respiras Reguevied s grapoeet v v ioeows

RlASET -

Signature (ongnaling staton) date

T%MMM.__,-__

s SRR o L hiee b R



If the project description changes or incidental take exceeds that
which has been exempted under section 9 of the Act. then the
Ecological Services Field Office must be contacted

IX. Reviewing Ecological Office Evaluation:
A. Concurrence Non-concurrence
8. Formal consultation required
C. Conference required
D. Informal conference required

E acvzsna. additionas pages as needed)
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6. Nows Release



CONTACT—Pat Stinson, Refuge Manager, (318) 742-1219
United States Department of the Interior — Fish and Wildlife Service
Red River National Wildlife Refuge, 35 Sunflower Rd, Bosseer City, LA 71112

\

v.&m&wms«msmc.-—--msmn-.n--c
hMWhMMNMWmW

A dmft Spoet Hunting Plan and Eovircesscntal Assessment for Red River National Wildlife
nm«mam.mmummmamauw
public review beginning November 14, 2008, The comument period will end Nevember 28, 2008,

The plan describes two altematives for hunting on the refuge: (1) the no action altermative would
allow mbmu&mmdmhm*wﬂmbcﬁv
refuge to hunting. U&hm%h’.dh.m-;—l#m
hog, beaver, trkey, dove. woodoock, snipe, rails, snd waterfow] would cocwr Hunting would be
carmed out in acecrdance with Federal and Suate of Lowstsiana regulations and refuge-specific
regulations.

Copies of the plam can be reguestad from the sefuge and copees are available for review at the
following libranes:
Shroveport: 1212 Captain Shreve Drive; Bossier City: 2206 Becken: Street.
Natchnoches: 450 2™ Stroet

\k‘mmmmﬁr&ﬂnammhcwwhmw
Manager, at 555 Sunflower Rd, Bosster City, LA 71112, (315) 742:1219. Feonil commments can

be provided to the following address: pat_stinson fas gov

The Rod River National Wildlife Reflge is curmently 9,787 acres and s located aloeg the Rod
River in 4 units in Bossser, Red River, DeSoto and Naschitoches Parishes of Lowisiana. 'Wikdhifo-
dependam recreation is available 10 the public including fishing, wildilife cbsorvaton,
photography, and enviroamental education.

The U.S Fish and Wildlife Service is the principal Federal agoncy responsible for coeserving,
protecting sed eahascing fish, wildhife and plants s thewr habitats for the contmuing beweft of
the American poople. The Service mamages the %4 millson-acre National Wikdlife Refuge Syssem:
which encompasses more than 542 rational wildie refupes, thowsands of small wetlands sed
other special managemens areas. R also operates 70 mational flsh hatcherses, 64 fishery resounce
ofMces and T8 ccological services field stations. The agency enforoes Federal wildlife laws,
sdimerusions the Endanperod Species Act, manages migraory bind populations. rosteres saticnally
significare flshenes, conserves and restores wildilifo habitat wach as wetlands, acd helps fovegn
govermments with thoir comsarvition effirts. Tt also oversces the Federal Aid progesen dhat
hanhutes hundreds of aulbons of dollass in excane taves on (lshing amd hurting equipment o
seale liads wnd wildlife mgornios
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7. Letters of Concurrence



United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
North Louisiana Refuges
11372 Hwy 143
Farmerville, Lowisiana 71241
Telephone: 3187264222 Fax: 3187264667

03 November 2008

Mr. Robert Barham, Secretary

Louisiana Department of Wildlife & Fisheries
P.O. Bax 98000

Baton Rouge, LA T0898-9000

Dear Mr, Barham:

Please find enclosed a copy of the Red River National Wildlife Refuge Hunting Package. The
Service is signing a NEPA compliance document o formally open the Refuge for hunting and 1o
expand hunting opportunitics.

We are required to obtain a letter of comcurrence from the State of Louisiana for opening more
areas of the refuge and expanding hunting. Would your office please provide a letier stating the
Department’s concurrence with Fish and Wildlife Service's desire 10 open Red River NWR 10
additional bunting opportunities?  Showld you or your stafl wish to discuss or have guestions
please do not hesitate 1o call me at 318/726-4222. | respectfilly request a response by November
30, 2008, if possible,

Sincerely,

George Chandler, Project Leader



S veroR State of Lounisinna Y

CEPARTMENT OF WLDLIFE AND FSsERes
OFFICE OF SEORCTARY

14 November 2008

Mr. George Chandler, Project Leader
North Louisiana Refuges

U'S Fish and Wildhife Service
11372 Highway 143

Farmerville, LA 71241

Dear Mr. Chandler:

Please accept this letter as comcurrence from the Louisiana Department of Wikilife and
Fishenies for opendng the Red River National Wildlife Refuge w0 hunting. As managers
of the wildlife resources of the state, we recognize the importance of hunting on public
and private lands in the management of these resomrces.

We are encouragod 10 see the Service providing public recreational opportumilics on the
refuge by incomporating more hunting opportunitics m the management plan. W ook
forward 10 future endeavors with the Service in providing sustaimable hunting
oppoctunities for the sportsimen of our stase The continued cooperation among public
resource management agencics in Lowisana will masntain the Sportsman's Paradise

legend of our stae.

< Kenay Rihheck
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OUTREACH PLAN
for

Hunting Plan, Red River National Wildlife Refuge

Issme: Proposed in a plan to manage the hunting program on the Red River NWR.

Basic Facts About the Isswe: Hunting is:

* Animportant traditional uses of the arca that is now Red River NWR.

¢ A popular and important outdoor recreational activity om Red River NWR.

e 1 of 6 of the primary public uses of the National Wildlife Refuge System
delined in the refuge Improvement Act of 1997.

e A valusble tool for controlling populations that, if left unchecked. could cause
dp)qchlhh&tpwiﬁbytbm(c.&mhdadﬁi
pigs

Communication Geals: This plan will inform the public of the proposed hunting
program and foster understanding and support for this and other refuge programs.

Message: This proposal provides numerous opportanities for outdoor recreation and
provides for control of species that have potential to damage habitats. This proposal also
continues and expands traditional uses of remewable resources.

Interested Parties:
e  Hunters
o Members of the public that currently uses the refisge and those who will learn of
refuge offered opportunsties and avasl themselves of thase oppertunitics in the
future.

¢  Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
Key Date: November 2K, 2008
Materials Needed: Press Release. Hunting and Feshung Regulations Brochure The
press rebease and information for the brochure will be preparad by the Refuge Manager.
Brochure information will be submitted 10 the Southeast Regional Office for publication.
Strategy: A news release will be preparcd and submitted 10 anea sewspapers, madio, and

tolevision stations Roquests for presentatsons about the proposed action will be granted
as time and personsed allow.



Action Plan:

Imerested Party | Method of Contact | Person Responsible | Phone Fax Date

La. Dept. Plan Review, Pat Stinson, Refuge | (318) 742-1219 | 1171408

Wildl. & Fish. | Lemer Manager

General Public | News Release Pat Stinson, Refuge | (318) 7421219 | 1171208
= o

General Public | News Release Pat Stinson, Refuge | (315) T42-1218 1171108
The Naschitockes | Masager l
Times i
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Refuge-specific Hunting Regulstions for Red River \WR
Refuge-spealic bunting regulations for this program:
A. Migratory Game Bird Hunting. Hunting of waterfowl (duck, goose, coot.

Mmlmlnmmbwmwummdh
refuge in accordance with Stae regulations subject to the following conditions:

I. Hunters must possess and carry a signed refuge permit.
2. Waterfow! hunting is allowed umtil 12 p.m. (noon) dening the State season.
3, Hemters may enter the refuge no earlier than 4 am.

4. Hunting is prohibited within 100 feet of the masntained rights of ways of
roads, from or across ATV trails, and from above ground oil, gas or
clectrical transmission facilities.

5. Leaving boats, blinds, and decoys umattended is probubited

6. Recognized dog breeds are only allowed 10 bocate, point, and retrieve when
hunting for migratory game bards.

7. Youth husters under age 16 must successfully complete a State-approved
hunter education course. While husting, cach youth mest possess and casry
a card or certificate of completion. Each youth hunter mwst remain within
saght and normal voice comtact of an adult age 21 or older. Each adult may
supervise mo more thas two youth hunters.

K. It is prohibited for any person or group to act as a husting guide, outfitter, or
in any other capacity that pay other individual(s), pays or proméses to pay
directly or indirectly for service rendered 10 any other person or persons
hunting on the refuge, regardiess of whether such payment is for gaiding,
outfitting, lodging, or chub membership.

B Swall Game Hunting. Hunting of quail, squirrel, rabbit, raccoon, boaver, coyote,
Mmhdbﬁmwaumumm
State regulations subject to the conditions

I. Conditions Al, A4, AS, A7, and AN (10 hunt sosall game) apply.

2. Possessson of firvarms larger than 22 caliber rimfire, shotgun shugs, and
buckshot is prohibited.




Hunting of raccoon and opossum is allowed during the daylight hours of
rabbit and squirrel season. Night humting is allowed during December and
January, and dogs may be used for night hunting. The selling of raccoon and
opossam taken on the refuge for human consumption ts probubited.

The use of dogs is allowed 10 bunt squarrel and rabbit after the kast refuge
Gun Deer Hunt

To use borses and mules to hunt raccoon and opossem at might. a special
permit must first be obtaimed at the refuge office.

Hunters may enter the refuge no carlicr than 4 am. and must exit no later
than 2 howrs after legal shooting hours.

Beaver and coyote can be hunted duning all open refuge hunts with weapons
legal for the ongoing hust,

C Big Game Hunting. Huntaing of whate-tailed deer, feral hogs, and surkey is
allowed on designated arcas of the refuge m accordance with State regulations
subject 10 the following conditions:

I
2.

Conditsons AL, A4, AS, A7, and AS (20 hant big gamc). and BS apply.

General gun deer hunting is allowed om the days noted.  Archery deer
bunting is allowed duning the entire State scason.

The daily bag lsmat is one either-sex deer. The State scason lenit apphios.

Archery hunters must possess and carry proof of completion of the
International Bowbunters® Edwcation Program.

Leaving deer stands, blinds, and other equipment unattonded is prohibised.

Deer hunters must wear hunter orange as per State deor hunting regulations
on Wildlife Management Arcas.

Youth hunters under age 16 must sucocssfully complete a State-approved

bunter education course. While hunting, cach youth must possess and carry
a card or centificate of completion. Each youlh hunter must remaie within
sight and marmal voioe contact of an adult age 21 or older. Fach adult may
supervise no more than one youth hunter,

Possessson or destribution of bait or henting with the asd of bast, wclwding
any graan, salt, manerals, or other feed or monnaturally occwrring attractant
on the refuge is prohibsted.




9. Hogs may be husted duning all open refuge hunes with weapons legal for the
ongoang heant.



UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION STATEMENT

Within the spirt and intent of the Council on Environmental Quality's regulations for
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National Wildlife Refuge In Red River, Bossier, Natchitoches and DeSoto

Loulsiana:
Check One:

3

5 @ calegorical exclusion as provided by 516 DM 2, Appencix 1 and S18 DM 5,
Appendix 1, Saction 1.4 A (4). No further NEPA documentation will therefore be
made.

X is found not 1o have significant environmental ef'ects as determined by ™e atached
Emvironmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant imgact.

s found 10 have significant effects and, therefore, further consideration of this sctior
wil requre a nosice of intent 10 be published in the Federal Register annourcirg he
decision %0 prepare an EIS.

Is not approved because of unacceptabie envcrmentsl damage, or volaton of Fish
and Wilkdife Service mandates. policy, regulations, or procedures.

i an emergency acson within the context of 40 CFR 1 506.1 1. Only those actiors
necessary 1o control the immediale imgacts of the emangency will be taken Other
related actions remain subject 1o NEPA review

Qther Supponting Documents:

Endangared Species Act, Section 7 Consultation, 2008
Compatitility Determenation, 2008




. Tbeuduswﬂmlweodplk-leﬂ’eaup.&m-luf«y(t&
page 14),

. The project will not significantly effect any umique characteristics of the
geographic area such as proximity to historical or cultural resources, wild
and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical arcas (EA, page 14, 15, 17, 26).

. The effects on the quality of the human environment are not likely to be
highly controversial (EA, page 14, 26).

. The actions do net involve highly uncertain, umique, or unkmown
environmental risks to the human enviroament (EA, page 14, 26).

The actions will not establish a precedent for future actions with significant
effects mor does it represent a declsion in principle about 3 future
consideration (EA, pages 27),

« There will be mo cumulative significant impacts on the enviromment
Cumulative impacts have been analyzed with consideration of other similar
activities on adjacent lands, in past action, and in foresecable future actions

(EA, pages 19-28).

The actions will mot significantly affect any site listed in, or eligible for listing
in, the National Register of Historic Places, mor will they cause boss or
destruction of significant scientific, cubtural, or historic reseurces (EA, pages

18, 26).

. The actions are not likely to adversely affect emdangered or threatened
species, or thelr habitats (Intra-Service Section 7 Biological Evaluation Form
attachod 1o EA),

10, The actions will not lead to a vielation of federal, state, or local laws imposed

for the protection of the environment (EA, pages 27-25%).

References: Cavironmental Assessment of 2008 Sport Hunt Plan for Red River

NWR, Hunting Plan, Compatibility Determination, Letters of Concmrence,
Refuge specific Regulations, Intra-Service Section 7 Fvaluation
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